
United States R\tent and TkAPEMARK Office 



UNITED STATES DErARTMENT OF COMMERCE 

Uoited StHt*:4 i*titt^t and Trttdtixnttrk OCQi:*: 

Ailiii-«aa: COMMISSIONER OF PATENTS AND TRADEMARKS 

Washinpton. D.C. aoiiai 

www.iwpr/> gov 



1 APPLICATION NO. 


FILING DATE 


FIRST NAMED INVENTOR 


ATTORNEY DOCKET NO. 


CONFIRMATION NO. 


09/910,872 




07/24/2001 


Yasuraichi Kuwayama 


Q65548 


4044 


7590 


02/04/2003 









SUGHRUE, MION, ZINN, 
MACPEAK & SEAS, PLLC 
2100 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W. 
Washington, DC 20037-3213 



EXAMINER 



GUSHl, ROSS N 



ART UNIT 



PAPER NUMBER 



2833 

DATE MAILED: 02/04/2003 



Please find belov^ and/or attached an Office communication concerning this application or proceeding. 



PTO-90C (Rev. 07-01) 



Office Action Summary 



Application No. 

nQ/Qi n ft79 


Applicant(s) / 

KUWAYAMA ET AL. 


Examiner 

Ross N. Gushi 


Art Unit 

2833 





Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. , . .. , r, h 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely fled 

ff'lhL ol'iifd\or°reo'IvL?c;i;iSi:ot is 'ess^tnlT(SaS°"■^eply,vyithin .he statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 
: NOreiod^rSrspecletr^^^^ 

- Failure to reolv within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U^S.C. § 133). 

- Any replnecS by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even ,f timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

I) ^ Responsive to communication(s) filed on 21 January 2003 . 
2a)n This actionis FINAL. 2b)|E This action is non-final. 

30 Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal nnatters, prosecution as to the merits is 
closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1 , 453 O.G. 213. 
Disposition of Claims 

4) 13 Claim(s) 1.2.4.6.7.9 and 10 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) 13 r.iaim(si 12. 4.6.79. and 10 \s/are rejected. 
?)□ Claim($) is/are objected to. 

8) 0 Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/oi* Election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) n The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)0 The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)n accepted or b)^ objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 

II) 0 The proposed drawing correction filed on is: a)^ approved b)^ disapproved by the Examiner 

If approved, corrected drawings are required in reply to this Office action. 

12) 0 The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 
Priority under 35 U.S.C. §§119 and 120 

13) n Acknowledgment is made of a claim forforeign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(a)-(d) or (0- 

a)nAII b)n Some*c)n None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2.0 Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3.n Copies of the certified copies of the prior^t^^ documents have been received in this National Stage 
application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 

14) 0 Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(e) (to a provisional application). 

a) DThe translation of the foreign language provisional application has been received. 

15) n Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 120 and/or 121 . 

Attachment(s) 

1)S Notice of References Cited(PTO-892) 4)0 Interview Summary (PTO-41 3) Paper No(s) 



1 ) ^ Notice OT Kererences uiiea {r i vj-oa^; ■/ u__^ ' \ . « ,. rr^-rr^ i co\ 

2) □ Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PT0.948) 5) □ Notice of Informal Patent Application (PTO-152) 

3) □ Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO-1449) Paper No(s) . 6) □ Other: 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections • 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the rh^nner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1. 2, 4, 6, 7. and 9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Koch et al ("Koch") in view of Weisenburger. 

Koch discloses an electric connecting terminal 1 capable of being connected to 
a flat circuit body comprising a plane portion, a pair of piercing portions 13 erected from 
opposite side edges of the plane portion adapted to penetrate through a coating and a 
conductor of the flat circuit body and fold tips thereof in such a direction as to approach 
each other, wherein the piercing portions^ipclude a root portion and a distal portion. 

Koch does not show an internal surface of the distal portion being inclined with 
respect to an internal surface of the root portion so that the distal portion is tapered. 

Weisenburger discloses an electric terminal 1 1 capable of being connected to a 
flat circuit body comprising a plane portion and a pair of piercing portions 15 where an 
internal surface of the distal portions are inclined with respect to an internal surface of 
the root portion so that the distal portion is tapered (see figures 4, 5, 6). At the time of 
the invention, it would have been obvious to taper the tips of the Koch piercing portions 
as taught in Weisenburger. The suggestion or motivation for doing so would have been 
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to facilitate piercing of the flat circuit body as taught in Weisenburger and as is well 
known in the art. 

Per claim 2, Weisenburger discloses the outer surface of the piercing portion as 
being tapered. 

Per claims 4, 6, 7, 9, and 10 the Koch (and Weisenburger) first portions have a 
constant width in the longitudinal direction and the Weisenburger taper sections are 
tapered on all sides. 

Response to Arguments 

.1/ 

Regarding applicant's after final responses and declarations, filed 1/21/03, 
applicant's arguments are accepted, but are moot in view of the new grounds of 
rejection. 

Conclusion 

Applicant's amendments did not necessitate the new ground(s) of rejection 
presented in this Office action so the action is not made final. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 

examiner should be directed to Ross Gushi whose telephone number is (703) 306- 

.1 / 

4508. If attempts to reach the examiner by phone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Paula A. Bradley, can be reached at (703) 308-2319. The phone number 
for the Group's facsimile is (703) 308-7766 
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